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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to communications filed July 6, 2006. 



Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with regards to claims 14-17, filed July 6, 2006 
have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. Applicants argued that: 

a) Simonoff does not disclose "a rapid event generator accessible by 
an event champion and operable to define an architecture of the 
virtual event based on authorizations of a network administrator for 
an organization to access the network and an organization 
administrator associated with the authorized organization for the 
event champion to create the virtual event, wherein the 
organization administrator grants authority to a plurality of 
organizations to access the network, wherein each organization 
controls associated virtual events based on templates from the 
network administration". 

b) Simonoff does not disclose a content contributor module associated 
with the network and operable to upload predetermined content 
authorized by the event champion. 

c) Simonoff does not disclose the organization administrator 
authorizes a virtual event by creating an event instance. 

d) Simonoff does not disclose the rapid event generator comprises an 
object operable to accept the event instance created by the 
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organization administrator and further operable to generate a virtual 
event object from the event instance and data provided by the 
event champion. 
Examiner respectfully disagrees with applicant's assertions. 

3. In response to a), examiner maintains Simonoff discloses applicants 
claimed invention at least in the previously cited passages (col. 6, lines 1-67, col. 
7, lines 1-6, col. 8, lines 37-40, col. 9, lines 21-57, and col. 13, line 59-col. 14, 
line 43). More specifically, examiner has interpreted applicant's claimed rapid 
event generator as Smirnoffs White Board Server (col. 6, lines 61-66). Further, 
Simonoff shows the White Board Server accessible by an event champion (i.e. 
client computer, or White Board Applet (301a)) (col. 6, lines 61-66, col. 9, lines 
46-57), and operable to define an architecture of the virtual event (i.e. 
collaboration session) (col. 6, lines 57-66), based on authorizations of a network 
administrator (i.e. privilege levels carried by the White Board Server) (col. 6, line 
61 -col. 7, line 6, col. 11, line 24-44), for an organization (i.e. government or far 
flung organization) (col. 8, lines 27-31), to access the network and an 
organization administrator (i.e. White Board Server) (col. 8, lines 26-44) 
associated with the authorized organization for the event champion to create the 
virtual event, wherein the organization administrator grants authority to a plurality 
of organizations to access the network, wherein each organization controls 
associated virtual events based on templates (i.e. files) (col. 9, line 29-col. 10, 
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line 11), from the network administrator, (col. 6, lines 1-67, col. 7, lines 1-6, col. 
8, lines 37-40, col. 9, lines 21-57, and col. 13, line 59-col. 14, line 43). 

4. In response to b), examiner maintains Simonoff discloses a content 
contributor module (i.e. client computer, or White Board Applet (301a)) (col. 6, 
lines 61-66, col. 9, lines 46-57) associated with the network and operable to 
upload predetermined content (i.e. files) (col. 9, line 29-col. 10, line 11) 
authorized by the event champion (i.e. based on privilege levels assigned to the 
client computer) (col. 6, line 61 -col. 7, line 6, col. 11, line 24-44). 

5. In response to c), examiner maintains it is inherent Simonoff discloses 
the organization administrator authorizes a virtual event by creating an event 
instance where Simonoff teaches the White Board Server assigning privilege 
levels to participants of a collaboration session, (col. 25, lines 3-13). 

6. In response to d), examiner maintains Simonoff discloses the rapid 
event generator comprises an object operable to accept the event instance 
created by the organization administrator and further operable to generate a 
virtual event object from the event instance and data provided by the event 
champion where Simonoff teaches creating the collaboration session for an 
organization, (col. 6, line 1-col. 7, line 6). 
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7. As mentioned in previous actions, Examiner has interpreted the claim 
language as broadly as possible. It is also the Examiner's position that Applicant 
has not yet submitted claims drawn to limitations, which define the operation and 
apparatus of Applicant's disclosed invention in a manner that distinguishes over 
the prior art. Failure for Applicant to significantly narrow definition/scope of the 
claims implies the Applicant intends broad interpretation be given to the claims. 
The Examiner has interpreted the claims with scope parallel to the Applicant in 
the response and reiterated the need for Applicant to define the claimed 
invention more clearly and distinctly. 

8. Applicant's arguments, see remarks pages 19-30, filed July 6, 2006, 
with respect to claims 1-13, have been fully considered and are persuasive. The 
rejection of claims 1-13, under U.S.C. 103(a) has therefore been withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

9. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or 
(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before 
the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under 
the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 
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10. Claims 14-17, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Simonoff, U.S. patent 6,463,460. 

1 1 . In considering claim 14, Simonoff teaches a system for presenting a 
virtual event through a network interfaced with the Internet, the system 
comprising: a rapid event generator accessible by an event champion and 
operable to define an architecture of the virtual event based on authorizations of 
a network administrator for an organization to access the network and an 
organization administrator associated with the authorized organization for the 
event champion to create the virtual event, wherein the organization 
administrator grants authority to a plurality of organizations to access the 
network, wherein each organization controls associated virtual events based on 
templates from the network administrator, (col. 6, lines 1-67, col. 7, lines 1-6, col. 
8, lines 37-40, col. 9, lines 21-57, and col. 13, line 59 through col. 14, line 43). 

12. In considering claim 15, Simonoff teaches a content contributor module 
associated with the network and operable to upload predetermined content 
authorized by the event champion. See col. 1 1 , lines 24-43. 

13. In considering claim 16, it is inherent in the teachings of Simonoff that 
the organization administrator module authorizes a virtual event by creating an 
event instance. See col. 25, lines 3-13. 
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14. In considering claim 17, Simonoff teaches the rapid event generator 
comprising an object operable to accept the event instance created by the 
organization administrator and further operable to generate a virtual event object 
from the event instance and data provided by the event champion. See col. 6, 
lines 1-67, and col. 7, lines 1-6. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

15. After consideration of applicant's arguments, see remarks pages 19- 
30, filed July 6, 2006, with respect to claims 1-13, claims 1-13 are allowed. 

Conclusion 

16. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Hassan Phillips whose telephone 
number is 571-272-3940. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 
(8am-5pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Zarni Maung can be reached on 571-272-3939. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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